Continuum Profile
 
Nexus Between State Authority and Trial Court Costs
 
 

A 1996 U.S. Department of Justice comparison of states’ funding levels for courts, prosecution and criminal indigent defense, indicates that Washington State ranks last in the county in the amount the state contributes to those functions (national 

average – 45%; Washington state - 14.7%).  These figures raise legitimate questions about what is a more equitable balance between state and local funding of Washington’s trial courts.

 

The Continuum Profile attempts to illustrate the nexus or relationship between state decisions or authority and trial court costs.  The Continuum is not an attempt to document every trial court cost that may result from some form of state action or identify unfunded mandates. Nor is it intended to represent recommendations regarding which specific costs the state should assume. By applying dollar amounts to the items that are clearly a state decision or results from the state exercising its constitutional authority, an aggregate dollar amount can be calculated and then used to measure against the total cost of funding the trial courts.  Using these calculations, a more equitable state percentage can be determined.  

 

The Continuum Profile is just one additional tool the Funding Alternative Work Group is using to inform discussions about trial court funding options.   

Continuum Profile

Nexus Between State Authority and Trial Court Costs

(relationship between state action and trial court costs)

	Authority (shall)
	
	Authority (may)

	
	
	

	Superior Courts
   Number of judges1
   Judge salaries and benefits1
   Mandatory Arbitration2

	Superior Courts
Staffing positions and salaries
	Municipal Courts10
   Number of judges

   Judges’ salaries and benefits

   Probation



	District Courts
   Number of judges1
   Judges’ salaries1
   State Patrol filings3

	District Courts
Staffing positions and salaries8
	Superior Courts
   Commissioners11
   ADR

   Facilitators12
   Mandatory Arbitration2


	Juvenile Courts
   Juvenile Dependency Representation4
   Juvenile Dependency Services

   GAL


	County Clerks
Staffing positions and salaries
	District Courts
   Commissioners13
   Probation

   ADR

   Relicensing Programs

	Other

   Language Interpreter Costs5
   Criminal Juror Costs6
   Witness Fees7
	Juvenile Courts9
Detention staff and services

Probation staff and services

Criminal Indigent Defense


	


1 State sets judges salaries (Wa. State Const. Art. 4 § 1) and State sets number of judgeships (RCW 2.08.061-.065 and RCW 3.34.010).

2 Mandatory Arbitration is required in counties of more than 150,000 and optional in counties of less than 150,000.

3 88% of DUI charges and 70% of traffic infractions filed in District Court are filed by the Washington State Patrol (RCW 10.93 and 43.43.030).
4 Juvenile Dependency cases filed by State Attorney General and prosecuted in the name of the State (RCW 7.06).
5 Interpreter requirement established by statute (RCW 2.43.040 and RCW 13.04.043).

6 Right to a jury trial established in Constitution (Wa. State Const. Art. 1 § 21).

7 Witness costs (fees and mileage are determined by RCW 2.40.010.

8 RCW 3.54.
9 Juvenile Court detention and probation to be supervised by Superior Court (RCW 13.04.035 and 13.05.040).

10 Cities are established by local decision.  The local decision to create a municipality inherently includes a decision to create independent branches of government.  RCW 3.45, RCW 3.50 and RCW 35.

11 Article 4 § 23 confers upon the superior court the discretion to appoint three commissioners with authority to perform “like duties as a judge of the superior court.”

12 RCW 26.12.240—counties may created a facilitators program.

13 When authorized, a district court may appoint commissioners. RCW 3.42.010.
